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prepared to act in disregard of duty and conscience. I do not
attempt to deny the outlook that once brought me into the
ranks of National Socialism. I still hold to some of the essential
considerations that determined my past political attitude.
When the Party insisted that I should secure the Gleiclischaltung
of Danzig, should bring the Free City into line with the German
system, arresting inconvenient Catholic priests, disfranchising
the Jewish population, and suppressing all rival parties, I
appealed to the decision of the supreme leader of the Party,
giving at the same time the reasons for my own view, which
was opposed to the National Socialist aims not only in these
matters but in foreign policy and in economic policy. The
supreme leader of the Party declined to give a decision himself,
and left the decision to my opponent in the matter, the local
National Socialist leader. This made my resignation inevitable.
That is the whole story: any other that may be told belongs to
the sphere of defamation, distortion, and deliberate invention.
Anyone who at such times as these is not prepared to bear
the burden of nation-wide vilification and political extinction
had better leave politics alone. An objection that is harder to
meet than the charge of holding treasonable opinions and of
being a renegade is the question whether an ex-National
Socialist can possibly have anything to say to the public. I
must leave the answer to this to the reader. What follows may
be taken, after all, as written to liberate the writer himself from
error. Many who have gone astray as I did, from the best of
motives, did so partly, at any rate, because they miscalculated
the limits of the effectiveness of political "realism." This error
seems to be one that is not confined to Germany.